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1 The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,3-14 and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Japanese Kokai 60-180,886. 

The applied reference discloses the basic claimed method and apparatus for a thermal 
pressing and patterning wherein a heated stamper 1 (ie, upper mold) is applied to the 
face of an optical element 10, 13 comprised of an acrylic material, the optical element 
being positioned on the carrier face of a lower die 15 (ie, lower mold) with a cooling pipe 
18 being provided therethrough, so that the stamper presses against the optical element 
to induce a phase transition at the parts of the film making contact with the projections 
on the stamper. It is submitted that this process would be inclusive of the instant 
inserting the protrusions "into" the optical element, or at least render such obvious since 
pressing is taught in the Abstract —clearly, the protrusions or projections form a 
"plurality of patterns corresponding" to them on the finished optical element. 
Essentially, Japanese -886 fails to teach a plurality of cooling pipes in the lower mold 
and that there is a holding component on the carrier face to keep the element in 
position. Given that the reference discloses one cooling pipe, it certainly would have 
been obvious to have increased the number of such pipes to facilitate the cooling. Also, 
the abstract indicates that the optical element is "fixed" to the carrier face of the lower 
die and a holding component would have been an obvious feature to facilitate the fixing 
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thereof. The exact shape of the protrusions/projections on the stamper would depend 
on the exact function of the optical element (ie, light guiding plate or diffusing sheet) and 
such is submitted to have been well within the skill level of the art. Copper alloys are 
well known materials for making pressing dies or molds and such would have been an 
obvious material selection for the dies of Japanese -886 to facilitate heat transfer. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In view of the amendment requiring the cooling to be simultaneous with the thermal 
pressing such that the optical element is cooled during the pressing, new art has been 
applied which teaches these aspects. Japanese Kokai 60-180,886 clearly teaches 
these features and hence applicant's comments directed to previously applied Rowland 
are now not in point. 

3. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented 
in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 

« 

MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 



Application/Control Number: 10/716,068 



Page 4 



Art Unit: 1791 

the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

4.Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone number is 571 272- 
121 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1176. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



M. Vargot 

November 23, 2007 
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